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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to a reply submitted 3/16/2007. After careful consideration of 
Applicant's arguments, the rejection of claims 1-22 are maintained as set forth in detail below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Van Rensburg et 
al., U.S. Pub. Number: 2003/0004891 Al (PTO-892 Reference A). 

3. As per claim 1, Van Rensburg et al. teaches a method for performing secure electronic 
transactions using a wireless telephony system, said method comprising the steps of: 

receiving a request for an electronic transaction at a vendor system, said request including 
a telephone number associated with a wireless telephone (see abstract, page 2, ^ 0026 and pages 
4-5,110052); 

transmitting, in response to receipt of said request for an electronic transaction, a request 
for authorization from said vendor system to a transaction authorization system (see abstract and 
page 2, | 0025). 
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transmitting, in response to receipt of said request for authorization, a request for 
confirmation from said transaction authorization system to a messaging system associated with 
said wireless telephony system (see abstract), said messaging system transmitting, in response to 
receipt of said request for confirmation, a message to said wireless telephone associated with 
said telephone number, said message including a request for a user of said mobile device to send 
a reply to said message to confirm said request for an electronic transaction (see abstract and 
page 2, 1 0026 and page 4, U 0040); 

receiving at said transaction authorization system a reply to said message from said 
mobile device (see page 2, 1J 0025 and U 0026); 

determining, from the content of said reply, whether a user of said mobile device has 
confirmed said electronic transaction (see abstract); and 

transmitting, in response to a confirmation of said electronic transaction, a transaction 
authorization message from said transaction authorization system to said vendor system (see 
abstract); and 

completing, in response to receiving said transaction authorization message, said 
electronic transaction at said vendor system (see page 5, 1 0055 and ^ 0066). 

4. As per claim 2, Van Rensburg et al. teaches the method recited in claim 1 described 
above. Van Rensburg et al. further teaches wherein said request for an electronic transaction is 
transmitted to said vendor system from an electronic device other than said wireless telephone 
(see page 2, ^ 0020 and page 7, claim 1, where ""Mobile device" means any device 
communicating by way of a wireless network operated by a service provider and including 
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mobile telephones but which need not necessarily assume the form of a telephone" is equivalent 
of "an electronic device other than said wireless telephone"). 

5. As per claim 3, Van Rensburg et al. teaches the method recited in claim 1 described 
above. Van Rensburg et al. further teaches wherein said request for an electronic transaction is 
transmitted to said vendor system from said wireless telephone (see page 4, 0048). 

6. As per claim 4, Van Rensburg et al. teaches the method recited in claim 1 described 
above. Van Rensburg et al. further teaches wherein messaging system associated with said 
wireless telephony system comprises a Short Message Service (SMS) center (see page 4, ^ 0049 
and pages 7-8, claims 1 and 1 1). 

7. As per claim 5, Van Rensburg et al. teaches the method recited in claim 1 described 
above. Van Rensburg et al. further teaches the wherein said transaction authorization system 
comprises a database for storing User Profiles, each User Profile including at least a telephone 
number and payment source information (see abstract and page 4-5, f 0052). 

8. As per claim 6, Van Rensburg et al. teaches the method recited in claim 5 described 
above. Van Rensburg et al. further teaches wherein said payment source information comprises 
a credit card number (see page 1, U 0009 and page 2, ^ 0016). 

9. As per claim 7, Van Rensburg et al. teaches the method recited in claim 5 described 
above. Van Rensburg et al. further teaches wherein said transaction authorization message 
includes said payment source information (see abstract and page 4-5, 1j 0052). 
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10. As per claim 8, Van Rensburg et al. teaches the method recited in claim 1 described 
above. Van Rensburg et al. further teaches wherein said request for authorization, said request 
for confirmation, and said message to said wireless telephone each include a merchant identifier 
associated with said electronic transaction (see abstract and page 5, ^ 0055). 

11. As per claim 9, Van Rensburg et al. teaches the method recited in claim 1 described 
above. Van Rensburg et al. further teaches wherein said request for authorization, said request 
for confirmation, and said message to said wireless telephone each include the cost of said 
electronic transaction (see abstract, page 1, U 0005, and page 2, ^ 0025-0026). 

12. As per claim 10, Van Rensburg et al. teaches the method recited in claim 1 described 
above. Van Rensburg et al. further teaches wherein said request for confirmation and said 
message to said wireless telephone include a request for said user to provide a user code (see 
page 7, claim 2). 

13. As per claim 1 1, Van Rensburg et al. teaches the method recited in claim 10 described 
above. Van Rensburg et al. further teaches wherein said method further comprises the steps of: 
comparing said user code to a code stored in a User Profile (see page 2, U 0025 and page 4, ^ 
0040, where "PIN" is equivalent of "user code"); and sending a transaction rejection message to 
said vendor system if said user code is not identical to said code stored in said User Profile (see 
abstract and pages 4-5, ^ 0052). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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14. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the imention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

15. Claims 12-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Van 
Rensburg et al., US Pub. Number: 2003/0004891 Al (PTO-892 Reference A) in view of Atkins, 
U.S. Patent Number: 5,644,727 (PTO-892 Reference B). 

16. As per claim 12, Van Rensburg et al. teaches a transaction authorization system for 
performing secure electronic transactions using a wireless telephony system, said system 
comprising: 

digitally-coded instructions stored in said non-volatile memory, said digitally-coded 
instructions operative to cause said computing system to perform the steps of: 

receiving a request for authorization of an electronic transaction from a vendor system, 
said request for authorization including a telephone number associated with a mobile device (see 
abstract, page 2, U 0026 and pages 4-5, H 0052); 

transmitting, in response to receipt of said request for authorization, a request for 
confirmation to a messaging center associated with said wireless telephony system (see abstract), 
said messaging center being operative to 1) transmit, in response to receipt of said request for 
confirmation, a message to said mobile device associated with said telephone number, said 
message including a request for a user of said mobile device to send a reply to said message to 
confirm said request for an electronic transaction, 2) receive at said messaging center a reply to 
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said message from said mobile device, and 3) transmit said message to said transaction 
authorization system (see abstract, page 2, ^ 0026 and page 4, 0040) ; 

determining, from the content of said message, whether a user of said mobile device has 
confirmed said electronic transaction (see abstract); and transmitting, in response to a 
confirmation of said electronic transaction, a transaction authorization message to said vendor 
system (see abstract and page 5, 1 0055 and f 0066). 

Van Rensburg et al. does not teach: 

a computing system, including: . 

a processor; random access memory (RAM) coupled to said processor; non-volatile 
memory coupled to said processor; and an input/output subsystem coupled to said processor, 
wherein said processor, RAM and non-volatile memory are operative to retrieve and execute 
digitally-coded instructions stored in said non-volatile memory, and to transmit and receive 
information to and from remote systems via said input/output subsystem; 

Atkins teaches: 

a computing system, including: 

a processor; random access memory (RAM) coupled to said processor (see column 32, 
lines 8-12); non-volatile memory (see column 64, lines 10-16 and column 33, lines 18-28) and 
coupled to said processor; and an input/output subsystem coupled to said processor, wherein said 
processor, RAM and non-volatile memory are operative to retrieve and execute digitally-coded 
instructions (see abstract and column 64, lines 43-56) stored in said non-volatile memory (see 
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column 64, lines 10-16 and column 33, lines 18-28), and to transmit and receive information to 
and from remote systems (see column 42, lines 47-67) via said input/output subsystem (see 
column 32, lines 8-45); 

Therefore, it would be prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to add computer system including: a processor; random access memory, 
non-volatile memory and input/output subsystem feature to the transaction authorization system 
of Van Rensburg et al., because Atkins teaches that adding the feature helps to enhance personal 
financial analysis, planning, management and record keeping with less effort and increase 
convenience (see abstract of Atkins). 

17. As per claim 13, Van Rensburg et al. teaches the transaction authorization system recited 
in claim 12 described above. Van Rensburg et al. further teaches wherein a request for said 
electronic transaction is transmitted to said vendor system from an electronic device other than 
said wireless device (see page 2, U 0020 and page 7, claim 1, where ""Mobile device 1 ' means any 
device communicating by way of a wireless network operated by a service provider and 
including mobile telephones but which need not necessarily assume the form of a telephone" is 
equivalent of "an electronic device other than said wireless telephone"). 

18. As per claim 14, Van Rensburg et al. teach the transaction authorization system recited in 
claim 12 described above. Van Rensburg et al. further teaches wherein a request for said 
electronic transaction is transmitted to said vendor system from said wireless telephone (see page 
4, H 0048). 
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19. As per claim 15, Van Rensburg et al. teach the transaction authorization system recited in 
claim 12 described above. Van Rensburg et al. further teaches wherein messaging system 
associated with said wireless telephony system comprises a Short Message Service (SMS) center 
(see page 4, H 0049 and pages 7-8, claims 1 and 1 1). 

20. As per claim 16, Van Rensburg et al. teach the transaction authorization system recited in 
claim 12 described above. Van Rensburg et al. further teaches wherein said transaction 
authorization system further comprises a database for storing User Profiles, each User Profile 
including at least a telephone number and payment source information (see abstract and page 4- 
5, H 0052). 

21 . As per claim 17, Van Rensburg et al. teaches the transaction authorization system recited 
in claim 16 described above. Van Rensburg et al. further teaches wherein said payment source 
information comprises a credit card number (see page 1, ^ 0009 and page 2, ^ 0016). 

22. As per claim 1 8, Van Rensburg et al. teaches the transaction authorization system recited 
in claim 16 described above. Van Rensburg et al. further teaches wherein said transaction 
authorization message includes said payment source information (see abstract and page 4-5, U 
0052). 

23. As per claim 19, Van Rensburg et al. teaches the transaction authorization system recited 
in claim 12 described above. Van Rensburg et al. further teaches wherein said request for 
authorization, said request for confirmation, and said message to said wireless device each 
include a merchant identifier associated with said electronic transaction (see abstract and page 5, 
H 0055). 
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24. As per claim 20, Van Rensburg et al. teaches the transaction authorization system recited 
in claim 12 described above. Van Rensburg et al. further teaches wherein said request for 
authorization, said request for confirmation, and said message to said wireless device each 
include the cost of said electronic transaction (see abstract, page 1, ^ 0005, and page 2, U 0025- 
0026). 

25. As per claim 21, Van Rensburg et al. teaches the transaction authorization system recited 
in claim 12 described above. Van Rensburg et al. further teaches wherein said request for 
confirmation and said message to said wireless device include a request for said user to provide a 
user code (see page 7, claim 2). 

26. As per claim 22, Van Rensburg et al. teaches the transaction authorization system recited 
in claim 21 described above. Van Rensburg et al. further teaches wherein said digitally-coded 
instructions are further operative to cause said computing system to perform the steps of: 
comparing said user code to a code stored in a User Profile (see page 2, U 0025 and page 4, U 
0040, where "PIN" is equivalent of "user code"); and sending a transaction rejection message to 
said vendor system if said user code is not identical to said code stored in said User Profile (see 
abstract and pages 4-5, If 0052). 



Response to Arguments 

27. Applicants arguments filed 3/16/2007 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

28. In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain features of 
applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., " first sent to a 
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vendor system") are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in 
light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In 
re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). The applicant's argument is 
not directly to the exact wording of claim 1 or claim 12 in the pending claims. In claim 1 or 12, 
applicant claims "receiving a request for an electronic transaction at a vendor system". Van 
Rensburg et al. discloses "a system for conducting commercial transactions in an economic 
environment including a plurality of merchants (i.e. vendor) . . ." and "communicating with 
vendors" (see abstract, page 2, U 0026 and pages 4-5, ^ 0052). Therefore, Van Rensburg et al. 
discloses the limitation. 

29. In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain features of 
applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., " that a 
vendor system transmits a request ./") are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the 
claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read 
into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). The 
applicant's argument is not directly to the exact wording of claim 1 or claim 12 in the pending 
claims. In claim 1 or claim 12, applicant claims "transmitting, in response to receipt of said 
request for an electronic transaction, a request for authorization from said vendor system to a 
transaction authorization system". Van Rensburg et al. discloses "merchant and participating 
vendor enable a participating system member, by suitable activation of that member's mobile 
device ... At some stage prior to a transaction being completed, and this may be included with 
the initial message, the instructing participating system member is required to transmit an 
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authenticating security code" (see abstract and page 2, 1J 0025). Therefore, Van Rensburg et al. 
discloses the limitation. 

30. In response to applicant's argument, "that the transaction authorization system then 
transmits a request for confirmation to a messaging system associated with a wireless telephony 
system" is not directly to the exact phrase of claim 1 or claim 12 in the pending claims. In claim 
1 or claim 12, applicant claims "transmitting, in response to receipt of said request for 
authorization, a request for confirmation from said transaction authorization system to a 
messaging system associated with said wireless telephony system". Van Rensburg et al. discloses 
"participating system member, by suitable activation of the member's mobile device, typically a 
cellular telephone, in remote location, to conduct a financial transaction by debiting a financial 
data base record allocated to the instructing participating system member. At some stage prior 
to a transaction being completed, and this may be included with the initial message, the 
instructing participating system member is required to transmit an authenticating security code" 
(see abstract and page 2, f 0026 and page 4, U 0040). Therefore, Van Rensburg et al. discloses 
the limitation. 

31. In response to applicant's argument, "that, subsequently, when a reply to the message is 
received from the wireless telephone, the transaction authorization system determines, from the 
content of the reply, whether a user of the wireless telephone has confirmed the electronic 
transaction" is not directly to the exact phrase of claim 1 or claim 12 in the pending claims. In 
claim 1 or claim 12, applicant claims "determining, from the content of said reply, whether a 
user of said mobile device has confirmed said electronic transaction". Van Rensburg et al. 
discloses "At some stage prior to a transaction being completed, and this may be included with 
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the initial message, the instructing participating system member is required to transmit an 
authenticating security code. Once completed, the transaction is irreversible" (see abstract; page 
5, H 0055 and U 0066). Therefore, Van Rensburg et al. discloses the limitation. 

32. In response to applicant's argument, "if so, the transaction authorization system transmits 
a transaction authorization message to the vendor system, which then completes the. electronic 
transaction" is not directly to the exact phrase of claim 1 or claim 12 in the pending claims. In 
claim 1 or claim 12, applicant claims "completing, in response to receiving said transaction 
authorization message, said electronic transaction at said vendor system". Van Rensburg et al. 
discloses "authorize signal and disallow a requested transaction in the event that the validity of 
the recipient as a participating system member or merchant cannot be verified" (see abstract and 
page 2, 0025 and | 0026). Therefore, Van Rensburg et al. discloses the limitation. 

33. In response to applicant's argument, "that the wireless telephony system then transmits a 
message to the wireless telephone associated with the telephone number" is not directly to the 
exact phrase of claim 1 or claim 12 in the pending claims. In claim 1 or claim 12, applicant 
claims said messaging system transmitting, in response to receipt of said request for 
confirmation, a message to said wireless telephone associated with said telephone number. Van 
Rensburg et al. teaches for the programming of both mobile telephone and the general 
computerized server to ensure that a t least messages concerning financial transactions are 
encrypted and decrypted in suitable manner; and for a participating system members' financial 
data base record to be identified at least in part, by the relevant cellular telephone number (see 
abstract, page 2, 1J 0026 and page 4, f 0040). Therefore, Van Rensburg et al. discloses the 
claimed invention. 
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34. In response to applicants arguments against the references individually, one cannot show 
nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based on 
combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re 
Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Marissa Liu whose telephone number is 571-270-1370. The 
examiner can normally be reached on First Friday OFF. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Patrick James Nolan can be reached on 571-270-0847. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system, Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 





*** ALEXANDER KALINOWSKI 

SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



